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LX. Farther Remarks upon M. l'Abbe Bar- 
thelemy's Memoir on the Phoenician Let- 
tersy containing his Reflections on certain 
Phoenician Monuments, and the Alpha* 
bets resulting from them. In a Let- 
ter to the Rev. Thomas Birch, D. D. 
Secretary to the Royal Society », from the Rev. 
John Swinton, B. D. F. R. S. Member 
of the Academy degli Apatifti at Florence, 
and of the Etrufcan Academy of Cortona 
in Tufcany. 

Reverend Sir, 

Read Dec. 13, Tt /r L'Abbe Barthelemy's memoir 
1764. |yj[ # on the Phoenician letters has 
again, with very large additions, been juft ( 1) commu- 
nicated to the learned world. Some at leaft of thofe 
additions have been made, as there is exceeding good 
reafon to believe, if not very lately, feveral years af- 
ter the memoir itfelf was read. This, as M. l'Abbe 
is faid to be the firft antiquary in France, and muft 
undoubtedly have a great influence over the members 
of that illuftrious body which he has fo long adorned, 
cannot well fail of being considered by many people 
as a confirmation of the fufpicion for fome time 

(1) Memoires de LitUraiure, tires dcs Rcgiftrts &e, Tom. 
XXX. p. 405—426. A Paris, 1764. 
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entertained in feveral parts of Europe, and hinted 
at by me in (2) a former paper. It will therefore 
enable us Co account for the late publication of & 
piece, which feems to have been cried upby M.l'Abbe's 
admirers as one (3) of the moft valuable literary pro- 
ductions of the prefent age. What degree of atten- 
tion to this performance from the lovers of antiquity 
is really due, I fhall not at prefent take upon me to 
decide. My fentiments of it, however, if not yet 
Fufliciently known, from the following fhort addi- 
tional remarks, fubmitted with the utmoft deference 
to the foperior judgment of the Royal Society, will 
very clearly appear. 

L 

M. l'Abbe ftill afferts, that am, tzoRA, or tzvr a, 
in the firft line of the Maltefe-Phoenician infeription, 
[Tab. XXII.] denotes the city of Tyre. To which 
I fhall only beg leave to reply, that this afTertion is ut- 
terly repugnant to the teftimony of theTyrian coins $ 
which cortftantly exhibit the word is, tzor, or 
tzvr, as the name of that city. This is a fatfl ex- 
prefly allowed by (4) M. l'Abbe himfelf, though he 
produces it in fupport of the notion here advanced(j 
with which it muff, even at firft fight, be confidered 
as altogether incompatible. 

To the firft letter of the next word he ftill like- 
wife attributes the power of He, (5) and confequently 
affirms that word to be Ttfn, hoc votvm, this vow. 

(2) Pbihfopb. Trahf. Vol. L. Par. II. p. 799. Lond. 1759. 

(3) Jeurn. des Sfavans, Decembre 1760. p. 348. M. de 
Guign, De rOrig.des Chin. p. 60. A Paris, 176c. 

(4) Memoir, de Litter. &c. ubi fup. p. 409. 

(5) Ibid. p. 410, 4» 3* 

But 
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But as theabfurdity of this notion was clearly demon- 
ftrated in my former remarks, to which no reply has 
yet been made, I mall take no farther notice of it 
here. 

We are alfo told by this learned (6) author, that 
the firft word of the fecond line was either p3y or 
Kilty, with the Nun and Aleph fo clofeiy connected 
as to form a kind of monogram; the fainteft traces 
of which are, however, fcarcely, if at all, to be fcen. 

That the word cut originally in the (tone was 
TOy> fecervnt, in my former remarks (y) t 
I have rendered fufficiently clear. And that the two 
elements Nun and Aleph (hould be fo confined as to 
occupy a fpace barely fufficient for one of them, will 
not be readily admitted by any perfon moderately 
acquainted with the manner of writing observed in 
the later Phoenician inferiptions. But to wave all 
other confederations relative to the point in view, that 
the verb here is expreffed in the third perfon plural, 
the laft word of the infcription, 02P15', benedicat 
lis, feems evidently to prove. 'Tis worthy obfer- 
vation, that M. TAbbe reprefents Count Caylus's 
copy of the infeription as much fuperior in poinl: 
of accuracy to Famer Gori's $ and yet, in determin- 
ing, or rather attempting to determine, the form 
of the laft letter of HJjy, he apparently prefers 
the latter to the former. For he adduces Father 
Gori's copy in fupport, or rather confirmation, of 
the other. But fuch conduct as this, in M. l'Abb^s 
fituation, is to me no great matter of furprize. It 
is plainly intended to ferve a favourite hypothefis, 
which cannot be eafily maintained. 

(6) Memoir, de Litter. £?V. ubi fup. p. 4.10. 

(7) See above, p. 126,127. 

Eee2 With 
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With regard to the proper name *)DN*T3|y, abda- 
sar, or ABDASAfcvs, I can by no means believe it 
to be the fame with abdast^rtvs. That thofe 
two words had not the fame origin, feems to me, at 
firft fight, felf-evident. This is likewife confirmed 
(8) by a writer of great erudition. But the ac-» 
count I have (9) already given of the Phoenician 
name ""©{rDy* abdasar, fupported by the bed: 
authorities, will, I flatter myfelf, fet this matter in 
the cleared light. 

(10) I formerly obferved, that aserimor, ase- 
rimar, or aserim-hammar, was probably com- 
pofed of Aserim, or aserym, aseptmoe, the name 
of one of the kings of Tyr«, according to Menander 
Ephefius, and ")0, mar, or rather ion, hammar, 
ipse dominvs. ButM. l'Abbe, (n) in the piece 
before me, takes it to be perfectly equivalent to 
the word AZEPTMOS itfelf } the Greeks feeming 
to him to have terminated in OS the Phoenician pro- 
per namesendin&inOP,as the other natives of Greece 
did feveral words ufed by the Lacedaemonians of the 
fame termination. To which 1 mail beg leave to re- 
ply, that the Greek dialed of the Lacedaemonians 
was widely different from the Phoenician tongue; 
and confequently that all arguments drawn from 
their fuppofed agreement, or affinity, muft be falla- 
cious and inconclufive. Nor will the composition of 
the name TOTriDK, or lOrrOTDK, aserjm- 

HAMMAR, Viz. 10~m^J<, ASHERAH-MAR, LV- 

(8) Matth. Hiller. Onomaft. Saer. p. 590. Tubing*, 1706. 

(9) See above, p. 127, 128. 

(10) See above, p. 129. 

(11) Mem, tit Litttr. ubi fup. p. 410, 411. 

CVS 
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cvs dominvs, which he exhibits to our view, afford 
a pre per degree of fatisfaction to any rational perlbn 
ingaged in fuch philological inquiries. Farther, it is ob- 
vious to every fmatterer in the Greek language, that 
in the words eipjgmos, abaastaptos, aseptmos, 

BAAEAZAPCOS, BAAEZflPOS, &C. HIROMVS, ABDAS- 
TARTVS, ASERYMVS, BALEAZARVS, BADEZORVS, 

&c handed down to us by Jofephus (12), from Menan- 
der Ephefius, OS is no part of the Phoenician names, 
but only a Greek termination fuperadded to them. 
The word aserimar therefore, or aserimor, 
would have become, when adopted by a Greek, 
AIEPIMAPOS, or ASEPTMX1POS, not ASEPTMOS, as 
M. l'Abbe has been pleafed to aflert. So the Tyrian, 
or Phoenician, proper name OTH, hiram, or hirom, 
as it occurs in Scripture, (1 King. ix. 12.) is rendered 
by the Septuagint and Jofephus, after Menander Ephe- 
fius, EiPnMOl, HiROMvs. But the moft (hiking in» 
Stances, or rather thofe directly in point, are 

BAAEAZAPOS, BAAEZXIPOI, or BALEAZAR, BADE- 

zor, when Stripped of their Greek termination; 
with which aserimar, or aserimor, does moft 
perfectly agree. This amounts to the Strongest pre- 
fumption, that M. I'Abbi's notion of the composition 
of that name is destitute of every fupport. Hence we 
may fairly conclude, that the account by me formerly 
given of the constituent parts of this word was ftridtly 
agreeable to truth >, and consequently that the fourth 
element was Mem, and not He t as I then incon- 
teftably proved. 

(11) Mertand. Ephef. aptfd Jofeph, Cont. Jpion. Lib. I. 
p. 1043. 

With 
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With refpecT: tQ the four fkft letters of the third 
line, " they form a difficulty, fays (13) this celebrated 
" writer, embaraffing enough. The two laft give 
" the word p, ben, filivs, son; but this word 
" here ought to be read in the plural number. Was 
" not the plural number lbmetimes pointed out 
" amongft the Phoenicians by the addition of an He 
<c and a Nun, in the fame manner as the Chaldees 
" had an Alefh added to the beginning and the end 
»« of this word alfo in the Angular ? Qr rather did 
" not the two letters, He, Nun, forming the pro- 
« c noun in, is, ille, give us to underftand, that 
" Abdaflar and Afleremor were brothers only by 
" adoption ? I dare not decide in this matter, and 
" mall content myfelf with obferving, that the dif*- 
" fieulty regards only the language of the Phaeni- 
" cians, of which we are totally ignorant, and by 
" no means the powers of the letters,which have 
" been fufficiently eftablifhed in this memoir." 

Here 'tis obvious, at firft fight, that M. l'Abbe 
is not only embaraffed, but feems actually to fink 
under the weight of the difficulty he has himfelf pro- 
pofed j as of this, notwithstanding his uncommon 
fagacity and penetration, he has not been able to 
fupply his readers with an adequate folution. For 1. 
The word |3jn cannot be of theplural number, as he 
fuppofes, or rather pofitively afierts $ both the cor- 
respondent Greek and the tenor of the infcription, 
unlefs I am greatly deceived, being utterly repug- 
nant to fuch a fuppofition. 2. The Chaldee term 
he mentions being of the Angular number, and ab- 
folutely difiimilar to the pretended Phoenician word, 

(13) Mem. de Litter, ubi fup. p. 411. 
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|2a,T j tfee attdwftion of it feemfc altogether imperti- 
nent, on the pre&nt occafion. 3. The pronoun {ft 
is equivalent to the Latin earvm, not is, ille, as 
M» J'Abbe is pieafed to affirm j and being a iuflix, 
dT'tt^Ki 'atiheres to the end, not the beginning, of a 
word. But iF it fliould be taken for a feparate 
pronoun, it anfwers to the Latin ijli m, not is, ille, 
as it is rendered by M. l'Abbe. That Abdafar and 
Aferimar therefore were brothers only by adoption, 
is a chimerical notion, void of even the reafl: fhadow 
of rational proof. 4. He in effect declares the dif- 
ficulty to be infoluble, when he owns himfelf inca- 
pable of deciding in this matter. 5. He makes the 
fame declaration, when be afferts the difficulty to 
regard only the Phoenician language; which he affirms 
t& be utterly unknown, though both he and M. de 
Guignes have in exprefs terms affirmed it to be al- 
moft rotirely the fame wkh the Syriac, and he has 
himfelf attempted to explain feveral infcriptions in 
it. Not will it in the leaft avail him to refer the 
difficulty to the Phoenician tongue, or rather our 
ignorance of that tongue. For he undertook the in- 
terpretation of the whole infcription he has here fo 
Minutely confidered, in order to deduce a Phoenician 
alphabet from it ; and unlefs he has, in feme meaiure 
at leaft, effected this, how can he take upon him to 
afcertain the powers of the letters of which his alphabet 
is compofed ? I would therefore, in my turn, beg leave 
to alk him the following queftion. Is it not more 
ingenuous, more liberal, and more worthy M. l'Abbe" 
Barthelemy's (14) exalted merit, to retract an errour 

(14) Jourti. des Sfavans, Aout 1760. p. 277. (1). 

2 than 
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than to perfift in it ? To give up a point than to at- 
tempt the defence of it, when he feems even to 
look upon it bimfelf as altogether indefenfible ? 

The laft word but one of the infcription M. l'Abbe 
reprefents by the Hebrew chara&ers oSpyoro* 
taking the lecond letter for He. He has likewife 
given us a pretty good account of chtSjftX the latter 
part of its but has only juft mentioned the particle 
ro, formed of the two firft letters. And in this he 
has, perhaps, aded prudently enough. For none of 
the Significations of that particle, at leaft none that 
I can find, will accord with ttoe'ferife of that part of 
the infcription in which it occurs j whereas if we 
fuppofe the fecond element to be Mem, as I am fully 
perfuaded it is, every difficulty will immediately va- 
nifh. This I have clearly demonftratcd in my for- 
mer remarks. I muft beg leave farther to obferve, 
as pertinent to the prefcnt oecafion, that as a variety 
of winds will give a variety of directions to a fhip'$ 
motion, any navigation effected by different winds 
maybe termed crooked, any voyage performed by 
their afliftance oblique. So that we cannot infer 
from either of M. l'Abbes tranflations of the word in 
queftion, that the two Tyrians mentioned in our 
infcription were thrown upon the jfland of Malta 
by a tempeft, as this learned author has been pleafed 
to afiert. The latter of thofe tranflations was owing, 
as he informs us, to " the favour of certain fuppo- 
" fitions, which, for brevity's fake, he has fup- 
" preffed." 

From what has been faid it appears, that the cha- 
racter denominated He by M. l'Abbe, and by me 
Mem, is an object of fome importance, with regard 
to the explication of this infcription. If it be taken 

for 



for the former element, two or three parts of the 
monument are fo involved that they are fcarce, if at 
all, intelligible j if for the latter, the fenfe runs 
throughout unembarafTed, confiftent, and clear. Nor 
does this chara&er differ more from that allowed to 
ftand for Mem, by M. 1'Abbe, than do feveral of the 
acknowledged fomewhat different forms of Mem 
from one another. A draught of it, however, feems 
not to have been yet published, by M. 1'Abbe, that 
can be abfolutely depended upon. For in the copy he 
firft communicated to the learned world, represented 
by him as a tranfc-ipt perfectly agreeing with the 
original, this character approaches a little nearer to 
his figure of Mem than it does in the firft plate of 
of the memoir before me, and confequently the 
latter feems a little more favourable to his hypothecs. 
Whether this minute alteration, which is too incon- 
fiderable to affecY the 'point in queftion, ought to be 
attributed to the inattention or incapacity of the en- 
graver, or to fome other caufe, I fhall not take upon 
me to decide. How that matter really ftands is beft 
known to M. 1'Abbe. 

« But the power of the letter i&", faysM. 1'Abbe, 
'• is fixed by other examples which I fhall foo» 
" produce." Now that a character reprefenting He 
does not occur in the monument under corifidera- 
tion, has already, T flatter myfelf, been rendered 
furHciently clear* whether or no it is to be met 
with on any of the coins produced in the paper 
before me, by M, 1'Abbe, comes therefore next to 
be considered here. 

Vol.. LIV. Fff XL 
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II. 

My explications of the firft, (econd, and fixth me- 
dals in. M.T Abbe's plate of coins may be feen in a 
fmall Latin difTetrtatiara, put to the prefs at Oxford* 
in 1753. That of the fixth, however, which is a 
medal of Laodicea, muft be owned to be incom- 
plete ; the four laft: letters of the infcription having 
been defaced on my coin, by the injuries of time. 
Nor am I intirely fatisfied with M. 1' Abbe's inter- 
pretation of the latter part of this infcription, as it 
feems very forced and unnatural, and even con- 
trary to the faith of hiftory. Nay, it feems not 
perfectly to pleafe M. TAbbe himfelf, as he has 
not abfolutely fettled the power of one of the letters 
of which it is compofed; but contents himfelf with 
(15) obferving 4 " that this flight difficulty will 
" hereafter be removed by other monuments." His 
interpretation of the infcription exhibited by the coin 
of Sidon, which lie makes coeval with the reign 
of Antiochus IV. is like wife liable to exception, as will 
appear to every one moderately verfed in this branch 
of literature, who examines it with proper attention. 
The other two pieces of Sidon prefent nothing very 
remarkable to our view. One of them has never- 
thelefs handed down to us the very character afferted 
by me to reprefent Tzade, but taken by M. TAbbe 
Barthelemy for Thau, immediately preceding certain 
numeral characters, which have been fully explained 
in one of my former papers, on the reverfes of fe- 
veral Sidonian coins. 

(15) Mem, de Litter, ubifup. p. 417. 

Now 
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Now the letter He does not appear on any of thefe 
medals, and confequently nothing can be inferred 
from any of them in favour of the form of that ele- 
ment contended for by M, l'Abbe. On one of thofe 
coins, however, faid by this learned antiquary to have 
been ftruck at Marathus, but which in reality ought 
not to be attributed to that city, now in my poffeffion, 
the very fame character occurs, with the power of 
Mem, that M. l'Abbe exhibits on two of the medals 
of Menas as occupying the place of He. My ex- 
plication of this coin, which I then took to belong 
to Marathus, was printed here, in 1753. But I af- 
terwards obferved, that the Phoenician infcription on 
this medal confifted of four letters, 3fHO, the laft of 
which was Beth $ and that on all the fimilar medals, 
or draughts of them, which I had feen, four cha- 
racters likewife appeared, the fourth of which was 
either Beth or manifeftly a part of that element, 
not Aj 'in or Ain, as M. l'Abbe, without any manner of 
foundation, feems to imagine. Hence I concluded, 
that thefe pieces could never have been ftruck at 
mo, marath, or marathus, and therefore 
fcrupled not a moment to explode my former opi- 
nion. To this I was farther excited by the nume- 
ral chara&ers in the exergues of two of them, at 
prefent a part of my fmall collection of Phoenician 
coins j which, if I am not greatly miftaken, clearly 
point out the years of Rome 748 and 749. But 
about that time Marathus was either in ruins or in- 
tirely razed, and the territory appertaining to it 
occupied by the Aradians, according to Strabo (t6)» 

(16) Sfnfb. Gngmph. Lib. XVI. p. 753, Lutetiae Fari- 
iiorum, 1620. 

F f f 2 I therefore 
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I therefore cancelled that part of my /mail work 
in which the interpretation of the infcription, pre- 
fenred by one of thefe Phoenician medals, was con- 
tained. The cancelled part is, however, dill in my 
hands. 

Of the Sicilian medals in M. 1' Abbe's plate four are 
to be atrributed to one city, and two to two others. 
Of the latter M. l'Abbe afligns one to Imaehara, and 
the other to Carthage $ with what truth,' I {hall not 
take upon me at prefent to decide. But that a per- 
fon fo juftly celebrated for his knowledge of antient 
medals, particularly Punic and Phoenician medals, as 
is M. l'Abbe, fhould tlrft afcribe the former to I know 
not what Caftra Caecilia, or Caftra Julia, and after- 
wards to Panormus, now Palermo, is to me, I muft 
confefs, real matter of furprize. For the Punic name 
on thefe coins is evidently runDj mahhanoth, 
mehnoth, or, as Hheth is fometimes diverted of 
even the force of an afpirafe (17), menothj which 
apparently anfwers to the Greek MHNAI, and the 
Latin menje, the name of a city in Sicily, called 
Meneo by Cluverius ( 1 8), feveral of whofe medals 
adorn the cabinets of the curious at this day. Nay, one 
of the Punic coins of Menas published by M. l'Abbe, 
though without any explication of the Punic infcrip- 
tion, an dconfequently without fufficient proof of the 
point in view, has been exprefly attributed to Menae, or 
Meneo, by Goltzius (19). An accurate defcription 
of a medal of Menae, together with a complete in- 
terpretation of the Punic infcription it exhibits, may 

(17) Bochart. Phal. Lib, I. c. i. 

(18) Phil. Cluver. Sicil. Ant'tq. Lib. II. c. ix. p. 339. 

(19) HubcrtusGoltziuijin Num. Sisil. Tab, XII. num. 5, 6. 

be 
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be feen in the Latin differtation (20) above re- 
ferred to, which it would be fbperfluous to touch 
upon here. 

With regard to the Punic element taken for He by 
M. i'Abbe, on two Siculo-Punic coins, he feems to 
give up in one part of his memoir the form of it fo 
warmly by him? contended for in another. For he 
exprefly allows, that this character on one of the 
Siculo-Punic medals* exhibiting it may reprefent Mem> 
as well as He. From whence we may infer, that 
the correfpondent letter on the other, as the word to 
which this character belongs is on both medals the 
fame, may likewife, with no fmall appearance of 
truth, be 1 taken for Mem; .and confequently that, ac- 
cording to M. l'Abbe\ the letter He may be fuppofed 
never in reality to have exifted on either of thofe 
Siculo-Punic coins-. 

'Tis obfervable, that on one. of the coins of Mense, 
in M. 1' Abbe's plate, the words t~\unn mp> vrbs 
nova, feem to appear; and that the firft element of 
this infcription, if the draught of it here may be de- 
pended upon, is the Koph of nearly the Chaldee form. 
I have, however, a Punic medal in my collection, 
(fee Tab. XXI.) with the old Phoenician Koppa 
on the reverie, and the names of two Sicilian ci- 
ties, in Punic characters, never hitherto published. 
A galeated head, with a fprig of laurel before 
it,, on one fide, prefents itfelf to our view; and 
the triquetra, or fymbol of Sicily, with a human 
face in the middle of it, appears on the reverie, 

(20) Swint. De Num. quibufd, Samaritan, & Pbamic. &c. 
Dfffert, Oxon. 1753. 

attended 
2 
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attended by the words magei, camic, the Punic 
names of two Sicilian towns. The latter of thefe 
was the camicvs (21) of Diodorus Siculus and 
Herodotus, and the former the macblla, or 
magella, from whence the magellini of 
Pliny (22), of Dio (23) and Polybius (24). The 
letters of the infcription are drawn from the left 
hand to the right, contrary to the ufual Punic man- 
ner of writing. But fuch accidental miftakes of the 
moneyers as this are fometimes vifible on antient 
coins. This valuable medal, which formerly had a 
place in Lord Winchelfea's noble collection, corrects 
the famous Bochart, with refpect to the origin of 
the name camicvs j and has preferved an unufual 
Punic form of Lamed, agreeing with a Samaritan (25) 
one of the fame element, as well as a figure of Ghitnel, 
that not feldom occurs on the Siculo-Punic coins. 
Some may, however, confider this medal as of Greek 
extradion 5 the third letter fo nearly refembling 
Lambda, and the antient Sicilian Greeks, on certain 
occafions, having ufed the Phoenician Kappa upon 
their coins, as appears from the medals of Syracule. 
But as the Mem is plainly Punic, or Phoenician, and 
both the Greek terminations wanting here, I can by 
no means prevail upon myfelf to fubfcribc to fuch 
an opinion. 

(21) Diod. Sic. Lib. IV. & XXIII. Herodot. Lib. VII. 

(22) Plin. Nat. Hiji. Lib. III. c. viii. 

(23) Dib in Excerpt, apud Porphyrogennet. p. 637. 

(24) Polyb. Lib. I. p. 24. 

{25) Numifm. Antlq. &c. a Thorn. Pemb. & Mont. Gomar. 
Com. CqIUR* P. ii. T. 85. num. 5. 

As 
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As the Carthaginians therefore ufed, on certain 
occafions, the old Phoenician Kappa, or one of the 
earlieft forms of Koph ; we may from thence con- 
clude, that the chara&er (26) on a Punic coin by 
me long ago explained, fo fimilar to that form, muft 
undoubtedly be taken for the fame element, as I 
then moft clearly evinced. Nor has either M. I' Abbe, 
or any other French writer, hitherto overthiown this 
notion; though it has been called in queftion, if 
not denied (27J, by M. Pellerin. Nay y it has 
been, in a manner, adopted fome months fince, in 
the Journal des Sgavam, (28) and even by M. 
l'Abbe himfelf, in the (29) celebrated memoir that 
is the object of my attention here. 

It has been juft obferved, that the Lamed on the 
Sicilian coin laft defcribed is of an unufual form. 
Give me leave to add, that another of my Punic 
medals ftruck in Sicily has preferved a form of that 
letter, fomewhat more fimilar to the correfpondent 
chara&er in the alphabet deduced by M. l'Abbe 
from feveral Sieulo-Punic coins. This medal has on 
one fide the. head of Jupiter, and on the reverfe 
two ears of corn, attended by the Punic inscription 

ALICA, or HAUCAH, the AAIKTAI, Or HALICYiE, 

of (30) Diodorus Siculus, fituated between Entella 
and Lilybaeum, according to (31) Cellarius. The 

(26) De Num. quibufd. Samaritan, &f Phcenic. Csfr. DiJJert. 
p. 86, 87. Oxon. 1750. 

(27) Recueil de Medailks de Peuples £2? de Filles, &c. 
Tom. III. p. 141, 14-2, a Paris, 1763. 

(28) Journ. des Spavans, Aout 1763. p. 280* 

(29) Mem. de Litter, ubifup. p. 414. 
1 30) Diod. Sic. Lib. XI V. c. 25. 

(31) Chrift. Cellar. Geography Ant. Lib. II. c, 12, 

coin 
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coin has not hitherto been publiihed, I believe, by 
any author whatfoever. 

Amongft my Siculo-Punic coins there is likewife 
one with the letters Hhetb and Beth, on the reverfe. 
Thofe elements undoubtedly form part of the word 
N^Hi hibla, or hvbla, the Punic name of a 
town, or rather three towns, of Sicily, according to 
Bochart. That a mint was erefted in one of them, 
at leafl, from an antient medal, with the words 
TBAAE MEPAAA2 imprefled upon .it, may be cer- 
tainly inferred. The Greek cities of Sicily not fel- 
dom exhibited on their money only part of their 
names, as we learn from (32) feveral of the Greek 
Sicilian coins j and that the towns there under the 
dominion of Carthage did the fame, we have all the 
reafon in the world to believe. 

Another medal alio appears in my little cabinet 
with the character reprefenting Hbetb only, on 
the reverfe. That character may be taken for the 
initial letter of the Punic proper name j&Sn, hibla, 
or hybla j and may indicate this piece to have been 
ftruck in the city lo called, as well as the former. 
Inftances of fuch initial letters as this pretty frequently 
occur, on feveral of the (33) Greek Sicilian coins. 

Two of my fmall Carthaginian medals have pre- 
ferved the letter Gbime/, on their reveries, of the 
ufual Punic or Phoenician form. This feems to be 

(32) Erafm- Froel. in Notit. Elementar. Numifm. pail". Filippo 
Parut. in La Sicil. defcrit. con Mtdagl. t$c. paff. In Roma, 1649. 
Vid. etiam Hubertum Goltzium, in Suil. Numifm, paff. Ant- 
verpiae, 161 7. 

(33) Erafm. Froel. in Nttit. Ulementar. Numifm. p. 83. 
Vienna, Pragw, & Tergefti, 1758. Parut. et Goltz. ubi fup. 

the 
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the initial letter of gela, the name of a town of 
Skily, with fcveral of whofe (34.) coins the cabinets 
of the curious are adorned. 

Another of my Punic medals, ftruck in Sicily, 
prefents to our view the two elements Aleph and 
Beth. Thefe plainly point at the ABACiENA of 
(35) Ptolemy, an antient town of Sicily j many re- 
mains of which, according to Cluverius, were fome 
time fince to be feen. 

One of the Siculo-Punic coins in my fmall col- 
lection has handed down to us two alphabetic cha- 
racters, the powers of which are not yet, perhaps, 
fufficiently known. The fecond of them, however, 
from the great refemblance it bears to the form of 
that element in the Maltefe infcription, we may ven- 
ture to pronounce Tzade ; and the firil, according to 
M. l'Abbe Barthelemy, occupies the place of jikpb. 
I am neverthelefs rather inclined to believe, that it 
ought to be taken for Koph. This feems to appear 
from the draughts of feveral coins, published by 
{36) writers of good authority, as well as from the 
concurring fentiments of thofe writers themfelves. 
If this notion mould hereafter be adopted by the 
learned, the medal may be fuppofed to have been 
emitted from the mint at Catana, as Tzade fometimes 
in power anfwers to the Latin T j but if M. 1' Abbe's 
opinion ihould be held more confonant to truth, 

(34) Froel. Parut. & Goltz. ubi fup. 

(35) Ptol. Gcografh. Lib. III. c. 4, Phil. Oliver. Sicii. Ant. 
p. 386. 

(36) Verm, lllujlrat. Par. Terz.cap. fett. p. 258, 259. In 
Verona, 1732. Ridolfin. Venut. in Saggi di Dijirtaz. Accade- 
mkh. pubblicamente lette nella Nobil. Accadem. Etrufc. dell' anthhijfi- 
ma Citta di Cortona. p. 35. In Roma, 1735. Parut. Lafta- 
noL &c. 

Vol. LIV, C g g from 
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from that at Auorus, the fame element being like* 
wife not feldom equivalent to the Latin S. On ano- 
ther of my Siculo-Punic medals, that letter feme- 
what refembles the Kappa of the Greeks. Ad- 
mitting the fecond element to be Tzade, as I am 
fully convinced it is, both assorvs and cat ana 
may, with (37) great propriety, be conlidered as Punic 
proper names. 

For the farther illuftration of what has been here 
advanced, it may not be improper to exhibit draughts 
of the Sicilian medals juft defcribed, as well as of 
feveral others, now in my poffeffion, adorned with 
Punic characters. From thefe (Tab. XXIII.), at 
firft fight, will be deducible a Siculo-Punic alphabet 
[Tab. XXIV.] ; which, though incomplete, may, 
perhaps, not prove unacceptable to the learned. 

Before I conclude my remarks on the Siculo-Punic 
coins, published by M. l'Abbe, I rauft beg leave to 
repeat, that only two of them, which were ftruck 
at Menae, are produced, in order to evince the 
reality of his form of He, and that he has- himfelf 
allowed this character, on one of thofe medals, 
(which conceffion will likewife extend to that on the 
other, as has been already obferved) to be as pro- 
perly expreffive of Mem as of He. I fay, his form 
of He ; becaufe I cannot help taking the character he 
denominates He for Mem, as it fo nearly refembles 
the common and ufual form of that element, and 
as the fenfe it communicates even here, fuppofing it 
Mem, is fo perfectly confonant to the tenor of fuch 
inferiptions. This will be readily admitted by every 

(37) Val. Schind. Lex* Pentaght, p. 113, 114, 1641. 
Hanoviae, 161 2. 

one 



[4«] 

one not totally unacquainted with the medallic fcience, 
and not an intire ftranger to the firft principles of 
oriental literature. For nihO EtyQ, ex popvlo 

MENENIO, A POPVLO MENENIO, POPVLO MENENIO, 

(fcii. cvsvs, vel percvssvs, nvmmvs) is certainly 
altogether as proper as r"ttno oyn, ipse popvlvs 

MENENIVS, (icil. CVDIT, Vel PERCVSSIT, NVMMVM) 

if not really much more fo. That s. c. i. e. sena- 

TVS CONSVLTO, D. D. i. C. DECRETO DECVRIONVM, 
EX D. D. i.e. EX DECRETO DECVRIONVM, &C. not 

feldom occur on antient coins, is a point too well 
known, (38) even to fmatterers in antiquity, to be 
difputed amongft the learned. 



III. 



As my Latin differtation upon the fecond Citiean 
infcription, of which I have already given a Latin 
tranflation, inferted in the Marmora (39) Oxoni- 
ensia, is almoft ready for the prefsj I might eafily 
excufe myfeif, at prefent, from taking any notice 
of M. 1' Abbe's pretended explication of that infcrip- 
tion. But as this, in conjunction with his attempt 
to interpret the fourth, is undoubtedly by far the 
moft exceptionable (40) part of his whole per- 
formance, fince he feems totally to have miftaken 
the fenfe of both infcriptions j I mall beg leave to 

(38) Lud. Debiel, e Soc. Jef. in Vtlllt. Ret Numar. Vtter. 
p. 99, ioo, 112, &c. Viennx Auftriae, 1733. 

(39) Martnor. Oxon. Par. Sccund. Tab. III. p. 7. Oxonii, 
1763. 

(40) Memoir, de Litter, ubi fup. p. 421, 422, 423. 

G g g 2 fubmit 
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fubmit to the confideration of the Royal Society 
the following fhort ftriclures upon it, referving to 
myfelf the liberty of being more explicit and parti- 
cular on this head in my future differtation. 

1 . With regard to the fecond Citiean infcription, 
the third letter of the firft word is not Mem, but 
Caph -, as moll: evidently appear* from the autograph 
itfelf, now in the poueffion of the Univerfity of 
Oxford. Farther, that t33# ought to be rendered 
dormiam, dormio, or jaceo, as M. l'Abbe af- 
jferts, had that been the firft word of the infcription, 
as raoft certainly it is not,, we mail fcarce be able 
to learn from any lexicographer. 

2. The fixth word of the firft line is Hbur, Chur, 
or Hur, not Chad, as M. l'Abbe feems to imagine ; 
the laft letter of that word being manifeftly Refch, 
and fufficiently diftinguifhed by its length from 
Daleth, which occurs twice in the beginning of this 
line. 

3. The term fD¥D cannot bear a relation to any 
particular city, town, or country, as our learned an- 
tiquary is pleafed to fuppofej becaufe this would 
imply, that the fepulchral infcription had only a fingle 
perfon for its objecT:. But this notion is intirely over- 
thrown by the word ♦rifti, in the fecond line, and 
'fiOj in the third j both of which are evidently plu- 
rals in conftrudtion, and confequently cannot refer 
to lefe than two particular perfons. Befides, as the 
moft antient infcriptions were probably the ihorteft 
and moft fimple, the age of the monument itfelf 
feems to announce a duality of perfons at leaft to have 
been pointed at by the infcription. 

lean 
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4. I can at prefent fee no reafon why M. l'Abbe* 
fhould fuppofe this infcription to run in the firft per- 
fon, rather than the third. Perhaps he will fay, that 
the Maltefe infcription, as by him explained, affords 
us a remarkable inftance of fuch an uncommon mode 
of expreffion. But this, I humbly conceive, is no 
reafon at all; becaufe in one particular infcription 
fome peculiarities may appear, as is often the cafe, 
that in others do not occur. Befides, the poftulate 
he begs, or rather aiTumes, will, I am perfuaded, 
not be fo readily granted him by the learned. 

5. M. l'Abbe has added a fi&itious Schin to the 
beginning of the fecond line, not the fainteft traces 
of which are difcernible on the ftone. Nay, that 
Schin could never have been, there, is felf-evident, at 
firft fight, from the very face of the infcription. 

6. The word ch&* pax, formed, according to 
M. l'Abbe, of the fiiaitious Schin and the two firft 
letters of the fecond line, was moft certainly never 
a part of this infcription. 

7. He fuppofes an hiatus in the fecond line, and 
another in the third ; whereas not a fingle letter is 
wanting in the infcription, nor any of the words fb 
effaced as to be rendered illegible, by the injuries of 
time. 

8. For the words mn, CD* noaS, »nO, 3DD, 
t37)?» "n» Sth, which clearly prefent themfelves 
to our view in the infcription, he has taken the li- 
berty to infert mno. >flBW> nm, 3D^O, ty> 
♦TO, ChtS* without the leaft fhadow of a reafon 
for fuch an arbitrary rnfertion ; feveral of his letters 
being purely imaginary, and not the fainteft traces of 
them having ever exifted on the ftone. 

9. The 
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o. The name tam, or, as he corruptly writes it, 
tham, is taken by him for only part of a word; 
whereas it is a perfect and complete proper name, as 
moft clearly appears from the face of the infcrip- 
tion, and from fome antient Writers of good autho- 
rity, who will hereafter be referred to in thefe 
remarks. 

io. He has not tranflated the words rTW EOt 

natb, »m t&o, chyb, »hra, :do, thy, though 

they form fo confiderable a part of this monument j 
and though a tranflation of them is Co eflentially ne- 
ceflary, in order to arrive at a true interpretation of 
the infcription. 

In confirmation of what has been here advanced, 
I fhall beg leave to fubjoin a fhort and concife ex- 
plication of this infcription j which, I flatter myfelf, 
will not be found very remote from truth, as it is 
confonant to the faith of hiftory, and fupported by 
two or three Greek authors of very confiderable note 
amongft the learned. 

It may, however, be previoufly requifite to ob- 
ferve, that the plate hereunto annexed [Tab. XXV J 
exhibits the moft perfect reprefentation of this mo- 
nument, both with regard to the magnitude of the 
ftone, and the forms and fize of the letters, that can 
poffibly be communicated to the learned world. As 
the copy therefore now prefented to the public is the 
refult of a frem and moft careful examination of the 
autograph itfelf, and by me, fince the publication of 
the Makmora Oxoniensia, immediately deduced 
from it ; this may be co'nfidered as the moft accurate 
tranfcript of our Citiean infcription, in all refpeds, 
that has hitherto appeared. 

2 * J- The 
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i. The firft word, *ip& anac, or oneg, feems 
to have denoted the fame thing in Syriac (41) and 
Phoenician that ONTE did in Greek, and onyx in. 
Latin. Butthefame fpecies of marble was denominated 
both onyx and alabastrites, as we (42) learn from 
Pliny, and other good authors: It cannot therefore 
welL be doubted, but that iptf, anac, or onec, 
here may either be tranflated ftri&iy and literally 
alabastrites, or be rendered with fufficient pro- 
priety by the more general term marmor. The 
Cyprian ftone itfelf, on which the infcription has 
been preferved, being a fine white alabafter, or per- 
fe£t alabastrites, puts the point here infifted on 
almoft beyond difpute. 

2, I have already given fo full and particular 
an account of the fecond word 1D*J*l3l? ? which is a 
Phoenician proper name of a man, in my former re- 
marks, (43) that it would be intirely fuperrluous 
and unneceflary to take any notice of it here. 

3. That the third word, J3, ben, whieh occurs 
after wards^in .the firftline* is equivalent to the Latin 
pilivs, I have (44^ in a former work, rendered 
ineonteftafoly clear. 



(41) Johan. Buxtorf. Lex. Ghaldaic. & Syriac. p. 25. Bafilea, 
1622. 

C42) Plin. Nut. Hi/?. Lib. XXXVL c. 7, 8. Lib. XXXVII. 
c. 5,6. Hor. Carm. Lib. IV. od. 12. Martial. Epigram. Lib. 
VII. ep. 93. Diofcorid. Lib. V. c, 153. Ifidor, Lib. XVI. 
c. 15. 

(43) See above, p. 127, 128. 

(44.) InfcripU Cit. p. 22. Oxon. 1750. 
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4. The fourth word, ODtTDy, abdesvsim, or 
abdesasim, is another Phoenician proper name of 
a man, not to be met with in any antient author. 
If we read it abdesvsim, it anfwers to the Latin 

SERVVS, Or CVLTOR, EQVORVM ; if ABDESASIM, 
(45) tO REGENTIVM (viz. DEORVM Mundum RE- 

gentivm) cvltor, or servvs. The latter feems 
to be by far the moft eligible le&ion. Which if 
we admit, it will feem to follow, that the Phoenician 
term ODD, sasim, <was fometimes at leaft equiva- 
lent to dii, svperi, or rather dii Mundum re- 
gentes, amongft the Latins. 

5. The fixth word, 1ft, hhvr, or hvr, is alfb 
a Phoenician, as well as a (46) Biblical Hebrew, 
rnafculine proper name. The firft letter, Hheth, 
here is of a pretty unufual form. I have another 
Phoenician infcription, never hitherto publiflied, with 
the very fame character in it j of which, if God 
grants me life and health, I intend to communicate 
an interpretation to the learned world. 

i6. The feventh term n3¥0> from 2S% ought to 
be rendered in Latin lapis (47) sepvlchralis. It 
feems to begin a new ientence, and to be intirely de- 
tached from the preceding words. The genuine 



/ 



(45) Vid. Jac, Gol. Lex. Arabic, in voc. (j«L- «., five DND, 
rexit pro arbitrio. Sam. Bochart. Hierozoic. p. 16. 
Franequerae, 169a. Jo. Leonhard. Reckenberg. Lex. Hebr. 
p. 1072. Jenae, 1749. 

(46) Matth. Hiller. Onomafl. Sacr. p. 99, 789. Tubingse, 
1706. 

(47) Leonhard. Reckenberg. ubi fup. p. 690. Jena;, 1749. 
Chriftian. Stccki Clav, Ling. Sanfi, Vet. Tejt. p. 470. Jense, 

fignifi- 
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fignification of this word is confbnant enough to the 
tenor of the infcription, which will not admit the 
fenfe affigned it by M. l'Abbe. The figure of the 
Tzade, which is a very uncommon one, occurs in 
the inedited infcription I hope hereafter to explain. 

7. The eighth word, 3D 1 ?, lemB, or lemeb, is 
probably another Phoenician proper name. That it 
was ufed as a proper name in Syria, from Jofephus 
is (48) abundantly clear. "It occurs alio as the pro- 
per name of a man in Feftus. The fubftantive p, 
ben, filivs, does not follow ao 1 ?, lemb, with the 
father's name, according to the manner of writing 
not infrequently feen in the Phoenician infcriptions. 
But other inftances of fuch an omiffion (49) as 
this have been obferved, on feveral of the antient 
flones found in the ruins of Citium. 

8. The verb »n next prefents itfelf to our view, 
and ought to be rendered vixit, according to the 
Hebrew lexicographers. A fuppreffion of the rela- 
tive pronoun "12W, qvi, is obfervable here. But 
fuch ellipfes as this were antiently not uncommon, 
according to Noldius (50). 

9. The following character, though in a manner 
the fame with the Citiean form of Jod, is likewife 
fomewhat fimilar to the Palmyrene numeral cha- 
racter reprefenting twenty, (51) and not diffi- 

(48) Jofeph. Antiquit. Judaic. Lib. XIII. C 15. p. 599. 
Ed. Hudfon. Oxon. 1720. Sex. Pomp. Fcft. Lib. XVI. p. 455. 
Amftelodami, 1699. 

(49) Infcript. Cit. 17, 21, 23, &c. 

(50) Chriftian. Nold. Concordant, Particular. Eirao-Qjald. 
p. 102. Tense, 1734. 

(51) Pbilofipb. Trmf. Vol. XLVIIL Tab, XXIV. Infcnpt. 

ni. 

Vol. LIV. H h h milar 



C 4'8 ] 

milar to one of the equipollent characters ufed (52) 
at Sidon. As the word »n> vixit, therefore ma- 
nifeftly requires a numeral, I have taken the liberty 
to tranflate this twenty. The learned world may 
expedt a farther account of this numeral in my fu- 
ture differ tation. 

10. The next character fufficiently refembles (53) 
the Palmyrene form of Scbin, on a Parthian coin by 
me formerly explained, as well as in the Palmyrene 
alphabet. It may therefore pafs for that element, 
though it is fomewhat longer} efpecially, as the 
Syrians were neighbours to the Phoenicians, and the 
letter Schin here begins a word fo confonant to the 
tenor of this part or the inscription* That word is 
apparently n*OtP, which comes very appofitely after 
Ejncty »>n> vixit viginti, or rather qvi vixit 
viginti. As it appears here in conftruclion, it is 
a fingular ; but rauft neverthelefs be tranflated annos, 
the genius of the Phoenician language in this re- 
fpect being probably the fame with that of the 
Hebrew. The Aleph is to be confidered as a mater 
kffioms, in the term before me j the letters Ateph, 
Vau, Jod, (54) not infrequently occupying the places 
of vowels amongft the earlier Hebrews, and confe- 
quently, as there is great reafon to believe, amongft 
the Phoenicians alfo. But of thia more hereafter. 

1 1 . The Phoenician fubftantive Ov>#> as in He- 
brew, is undoubtedly equivalent to secvi.vm, ^eter- 

KITAS, DVRATIO HOMINIBVS ABSCONDITA, cVc. 

(52) Pbilofeph. Tranf. Vol. L. Tab. XXXII. p. 805. 

(53) Phllojopb. Tranf. Vol. XUX. Tab. XVIII. p. 593, 
f54) Campeg, Vitring. Obfervat. Sacr. p. 1 86. 

It 
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It frequently occurs, both in a limited and unlimited 
fenfe, in the Old Teftament; and accommodates 
itfelf, according to (55) Gufletius, to the nature of 
the fubjedfc to which it is applied. Which if we ad* 
mit, when applied to men, it muft denote the term 
or period of human life. And in this fignifkation it 
(56) fometimes may be met with in holy writ, as it 
rnanifeftly is in our infcription. The Van here, in 
conformity to the Phoenician cuftom, is fuppreHed, 
But for a farther account of this word, recourfe may 
be had to the learned Sontagius, in ($y) his difler- 
tation upon the terms chip and DV> printed at Altorf, 
in 1695. 

1 2 . The Hebrew noun 21*00, from whence O»3N30 
and mDJOO* is deduced from the (58) verb ajo« 
dolvit. By the extrufion of the two quiefcent let- 
ters, Akph and Fan, the fubftantive becomes 330^ 
(the fame in pronunciation with 31N30) as it appear* 
in our infcription. Nor is it to be wondered at, that, 
before the invention of the vowel-points, the qui- 
efcent letters fhould have fometimes been foppreued, 
as they had in reality no power at all. Inftances of 
fuch a fyncope, or extrufion, as that here obferved, 
are not feldom found in the facred writings of the 
Old Teftament. And that this was really the cafe 
with regard to the word 330, the Chaldee term 

(55) Jacob. Guflet. Comment. Ling. Ebraic. p. 1 160, 1 161. 
Lipfiae, 1743. 

(56) Psal. LXXXIX. 1. CXIX. 44. & alib. 

(57) Chriftoph. Sontag. laDiJerf. de D7IP periodica & &Y 
aterno, Altorfii, 1695. 

(58) Lconhard. Reckenberg. ubi fup, p. 738. 

H h h 2 KSU, 
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N33, (59) agreeing perfectly in fignification with it, 
feems inconteftably to prove. 

From what has been advanced we may conclude* 
that the Phoenician words 330 ab}?> on our ftone, 
are equivalent to secvli, or vit^, dolor is, i.e. 
vitje infeuciter actm, as I have taken the li- 
berty to render them here. 

13. The next word is tftfW, descendentes, or 

rather descendvnt, the verb svnt being fupprefled, 

as amongft the Hebrews it frequently happened to 

be. The radix of this participle is nftf, descen~ 

pit, a verb well enough known to the Hebrews, 

but frequently ufed by the Chaldees j who generally* 

applied to it the Signification of the verb TV, as it 

prevailed amongft the Hebrews, according to (60) 

Buxtorf. It muft be remarked, that fc^D oV? ♦flfTS 

ought to be deemed the fame expreffion as D?^ 

J&3 'JinJ » the word E&y? having had different po- 

fitions antiently affigned (61) it ia a Sentence by 

the Hebrews, and therefore undoubtedly by the 

Phoenicians. In the Chaldee feveral pafiages fimilar 

to this part of our inscription are to be found. 

So ay\i Tinj •yn* sicvt descendentes in fo- 

veam fepulchn, occurs, in Prqv.. i. 12. NO* WW, 

descendentes ad mare, in Isai. xlii. 10. And 

in Psal, cxliii. 7. we meet with NJTVQp flM 3tt 

TlfiJ QJ*> cvm descendentibvs in foveam sepvl- 

(59-) Johan. Buxtorf. F. Lex. Chald. Talm. 1$ Rabbin* 
p. 1001. Bafileae, 1639. 

(60) Johan. Buxtorf. F. L.ex. Chald* Talm. & Rabbin. 
p. 1330. 

(61) F. Mar. de Calafi. Concordant. Sacror, Biblior. Hebrauor. 
m voc. CftW, p. 592-602. Loud, 1747. 

I CHRTj 
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chri j which feems to be a phraSe of the very fame 
import in Chaldee that the kSd >finj, dbscen- 
dentes funt, or rather descendvnt, in carce- 
rem, of our inscription is in Phoenician. The par- 
ticiple Tina, being in construction here, may, how- 
ever, be considered either as a Chaldee, Hebrew, 
or Phoenician word. As for the terms K^D dS^V, 
in jeternvm carcerem, they are fo obvious and 
clear that they require no farther difcuffion in this 
place. 

14. The two following words, l"10i6 V10> with 
the three preceding, form the third fentence, or 
part of the infcription. The firft of them, »JT0, 
deduced from HO, mori, emori, and in con- 
struction, is a participle converted into a noun, 
and may be translated mortvi, or rather occisi, 
here. In this latter fenfe it occurs, in Isai. xxii. 2. 
It may alfo be rendered homines, or viri insignes, 
according to Cocceius. But the former feems to be 
the moft obvious and natural Signification. The fe- 
cond of thefe words, riDith, is undoubtedly the name 
of Amathus, a celebrated city of Cyprus, that was 
governed by it's own princes for a considerable pe- 
riod of time. The particle h points out the genitive 
cafe in our infcription,, as it does in the proper names 

ytXb, LETZIDON, -ft6, LETZOR, OT LETZVR, On 

the Tyrian and Sidonian coins. The fame thing 
may Sometimes be faid of this particle, when the 
word immediately preceding it is in construction, 
(62) as we find manifestly to be the cafe here. 
From the infcription before me it appears, that the 
Phoenician name of Amathus was /~!OK> AMAT/H, 
(62) Vid. Reckenbsrg. ubi fup. p. 828. 

not 
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not nan, hamath, or chamath, as it lias been 
written by Bochart (63). 

15. The next word, 03, apparently to be de- 
duced from the obfolete verb Q3> altvm est, 
elevatvm est, &c. in the infinitive mood o*0, 
from whence Ha3, excel svm, may with fufficient 
propriety he interpreted monvmentvm sepvlchra- 
xe j as ftOU, a word of the fame origin, has actu- 
ally been interpreted by (64) Schindler and CJodius, 
Farther, 02 may be confidered as no other term 
than the Syriac D»3, svggestvm, tribvnal. (65), 
Tvmvlvs, &q. the excifion of Jod being common, 
as in |njf, for |t% and OHS, for UMTS, amongft 
the Phoenicians. Nor is the fignification affigned 
CQ here more confonant to the true import of the 
radix, from whence it is derived, than to the tenor 
of that part of the infcription to which it belongs. 

16. That the Phoenicians wrote the Hebrew word 
JTVD, stRvctvra, or rather strvctvra ordi- 
uata, mn, and in conftrudtion IrtTi, cannot 
well be denied j fince fTVU was no other (66) term 
than Tift, or in, and it was common with the 
Phoenicians to expunge Jod, as has been juft ob- 
lerved. The verb fubftantive, in conformity to the 
Hebrew and Phoenician cuftom, has been apparently 
fupprefled here. 

(63) Sam, Bochart. Chan. Lib. I. c. 3. 

(64) Val. Schind. Lex Pentaght. p. 171. Hanovis, 1612. 
Jo. Chrift. Clod. Lex. Hebraic. Seleii. p. 72. Lipfiae, 1744. 

(65) Johan. Buxtorf. Lex. Chaldaic. & Syriac. p. 54. Ba- 
fileae, 1622. 

(66) Reckenbcrg, ubi fup. p. 598, 1563. 

17. For 
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ty. For ffl the Carthaginians wrote Irti, with- 
out Jod, as wc learn from the Punic infcription ex- 
plained in (67) a former paper. And that the Phoe- 
nicians wrote this word in the fame manner, confi- 
dering their frequent omiffion of Jod, I fee not the 
leaft reafbn to doubt. The Ethiopians in this term 
moft certainly never made ufe of that element. In 
our infcription it is to be therefore considered as equi- 
valent tO DOMVS, GENS, FAMILIA, &C. in which 

fignification it not feldom occurs; fometimes being 
applied to a whole family, and at other times to a 
part of a family only, in the (68) facred writings of 
the Old Teftament. The three laft words of the 
infcription, lenity p DN*fl» tami filii abdeme- 
eeci, are fo intirely clear of all difficulties, and fo 
obvious to every one in the leaft acquainted with an- 
tient hiftory, and oriental literature, that it would 
be fuperfluous to expatiate upon them here. 

It may, however, not be improper to remark, that 
the ufe of the proper name abd'almalec, the 
fame with abdemelec, was retained by the Arabs 
long after the firft appearance of our infcription. For 
the Khaftf Abd'almalec, who fucceeded MerwSn I. 
above half a century after the death of Mohammed, 
departed this life (69) in the year of the Hejra 86, 
or of Christ 705. Nay, 'tis more than probable, 
that the fame name prevails amongft the Arabs even 
at this day. 

(67) Phihf. Tranf. Vol. LIII. p. 275, 276. 

(68) Reckenberg. ubi fup. p. 130, 

(69) Al Malcln, Greg. Abu'l Faraj, Eutycb. Bin. Abu'lfed. 
Eon Al Athir, aliique fcriptor. Arab, 

l8. If 
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t8. If what has been here advanced mould meet 
with the approbation of the Royal Society, the fol- 
lowing Latin and Englifh verfions of this inicrip- 
tion, which has fo well efcaped the injuries of time, 
may not prove unacceptable to the learned* 

rostt-tn p dddw p notnay -ptf 
■jSdw p DMfi na mn oa-noN? »r» 

Marmor Abdasari filii Abdesasimi filii 
Hhvri — Lapis sepvlchralis Lembi (vel Le- 

MEBl) QVI VIXIT VICENOS ANNOS SECVLI DO- 

loris (i. e. ^etatis five VIT^E infeliciter 

ACTM) DESCENDVNT INJETERNVM IN CARCE- 

rem fepulchri mortvi hi Amathvntis (feu 
potius occisi hi Amathvsii) — Monvmentvm 
sjrvctvra eft domvs (vel famili^e) Tam.i 

FILII AbDEMELECI. 

The marble (or marble tomb-stone) of 
Abdasar the son of Abdesasim the son 
of Hhur (or Hur) — The sepulchral stone 
of Lemb (or Lemeb) who lived twenty 

YEARS IN TROUBLE AND SORROW — Thefe 

Amathusians who were slain are gone 
for ever to the prison of the grave — The 
monument was erected by the house of 
Tamvs (or Tam) the son of Abdemelec 

Hence it feems to appear, that the names of two 
Amathufians, probably of the firft diftin&ion, one 
of whom was unfortunate enough, have been handed 

down 
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down to us, and perhaps to all fucceeding ages, by 
this fepulchral infcription. 

19. It muft be farther obferved, that this curious 
monument confifts of four fhort periods ; every one 
of which may, in fbme refpedt, be taken for a com- 
plete infcription. But this is a property it has in 
common with other fimilar remains of antiquity. 
Thus the Sigean infcription (70) is compofed of 
four fuch periods, and three are exhibited by the 
Punic (71) infcription that in a former paper I have 
attempted to explain. 

20. I have hinted above, that the infcription be- 
fore me is come down to us perfect: and incorrupt ; 
not fo much as one of its letters having been either 
loft, or greatry damaged, by the injuries of time. 
To which I fhall now beg leave to add, that the 
words formed, of thefe letters are, for the moft part, 
diftinguifhed from one another by points, placed be- 
tween them j which muft, in a good meafure at leaft, 
ascertain the ledtion here, and of courfe greatly fa- 
cilitate the explication. The Etrufcans fometimes fe- 
parated their words from one another by two points, 
and fometimes by a fingle one only, as we learn 
from the Etrufcan inscriptions on the celebrated 
tables of Gubbio, and others publifhed by Sig. Gori, 
in (72) the learned Work referred to, which may be 
confidered as a noble repofitory of all kinds of 
Etrufcan antiquities. The earlier Greeks alfo ufed 
the firft kind of interpun&ion, as we learn from the 

(70) Chifti. Antlquitat. Aftat. p. 30, 31. Lond. 1728. 

(71) Philof. Tranf. Vol. LIII. p. 279. 

(72\ Anton. Francifc. Gor. Muf. Etrttfi. Vol. I. II. pafT. 
Florentiae, 17^7. & Vol. III. pan". Florentis, 174?. 

V0L.LIV. Tii 743 Sigean, 
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Sigean, (73) Teian, and other antient infcriptions. 
That they likewife applied three points for the fepa- 
ration of their words, on (74) fome occafions, tho* 
more rarely, as well as the Etrufcans, is not unknown 
to thofe who have been converfant with the antiqui- 
ties of thefe nations. I muft farther obferve, that 
this minute kind of mark, though generally termed 
a point, was originally of a triangular form \ as may 
be inferred both from our Citiean infcription, in 
which fome of the minute black triangles plainly 
appear, and one at leaft of thofe preferved by the 
tables of Gubbio (75)> of which fo accurate a 
tranfcript has been communicated by Sig. Gori to 
the learned world. That thefe points are a certain 
indication of a pretty remote antiquity, is by the moft 
competent judges of fuch matters (76) readily al- 
lowed. How far therefore this interpun&ion and 
antient hiftory may confpire, in order to fettle the. 
age of the monument under confideration here, I am 
next to inquire. 

Abdemon, the Citiean, one of the Perfian (77) 
monarch's friends, having been expelled Salamine 
by EuagoraSj that prince meditated the reduction of 

(73) Chifh. Antiquitat.. Afiat. p. 6, 14, 97-, 98; Paul. 
M. Paciaud. Monument. Peloponaef.20f<, 209— 213, 2-18.. Rpmae, 

J761. 

(74) Muf. Verontnf- p. 407. Verona, 1749. Anton. Francifc. 
Qor. Muf Etrufc. Vol. III. P. III. T. XVI. Florentine, 

] 743' 

(75) Anton. FrancUc. Gor. Muf. Etrufc, Vol. I. Prolegom. 

p. 55. Florentise, 1737> 

(76) Vid. Chifll. Antifttitat. Aflat, p.. 3, 6, 14, 9.7. 

(77) Theopompus in Excerptis Phofii, Cod. CLXXVI. 
hfcript. Cit. p. 24—28. Oxon. 1750. Diod. Sic. Bibl. Hljti 
Lib. XVI. p. 447. jfocrat. Evag. p. 282. 

the 



[ 427 ] 

the whole ifland of Cyprus j in which, within the 
courfe of a few years, he made a very confiderable 
progrefs. This alarming the Amathufians, Citieans, 
and Solians, governed then, as it fhould ieem, by 
their own princes, they (78) made the proper 
difpofitions for oppofing his ambitious defigns. But 
not believing themfelves able alone to cope with him, 
they applied to the Perfian (79) court for afliftance. 
Artaxerxes Mnemon, who then fat upon the Perfian 
throne, was alfo himfelf become jealous of the grow- 
ing power of Euagoras, and therefore readily entered 
into an alliance with the three confederated cities 
againft him. To this he was farther excited by the 
murder of Agyris, king of Amathus, and one of 
his moft faithful allies, of which Euagoras (80) was 
accufed j and by the engagement the three Cyprian 
ftates had entered into, to put the whole ifland, if 
poffible, into his hands. In order therefore to crufh 
Euagoras at once, Artaxerxes fent an army of 300,coo 
men, under the command of Orontes, one of his 
fons-in-law, to invade Cyprus (81), in the third year 
of the ninety-eighth Olympiad, or the year before 
Chrift 386. This formidable army was attended by 
a fleet of above 300 (82) fail, of which Gaus, the 

(78) Diod. Sic. ubi fup. p. 447. 

(79) Id. ibid. 

(80) Id. ibid. 

(81) Diod. Sic. ubi fup. Lib. XV. p. 458. 

(82) Id. ibid. The Phoenician name tam feems to have 
been written by the Greeks TAM02, as it is exhibited by a 
MS. of Thucydides, in the French king's library ; and not 
TAMfiE, as we find itwritteninothermanufcriptsof that author. 
This is rendered not a little probable, at leaft in my opinion, by 
the Oxford-Citiean infcription. 

Vid. Thucydid. De Bell. Pdopmnef. Lib. VIII. c. 87. p. 557. 
Edit. Duker. Amftelsdami, 1731. 

I i i 2 foa 
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fon of Tamus, or, as the Phoenicians wrote and 
pronounced the word, Tam, probably the tam of 
our infcription, was (83) admiral. This Tamus 
is faid to have been born at Memphis, and confe- 
quenetly by birth to have been an Egyptian, though 
he was probably of Phoenician extraction Being a 
perfon of great valour, and uncommon fldll in ma- 
ritime affairs, he firft ferved Tiffaphernes as a navaL 
officer } but was afterwards imployed by Cyrus, who 
rebelled againft his brother Artaxerxes, and was 
killed in the battle (84) of Cunaxa, as chief com- 
mander of his fleet. He alfo had been appointed 
governor of Ionia by that prince. Tamus was trea- 
cheroufly cut off, with alibis family, except his fon 
Gaus, now the Perfian admiral, who ftaid behind 
in Aiia, by Pfammitichus, king of Egypt (85), 
about fourteen years before. Euagoras's fleet of 200 
fail was defeated near Citium (86) by Gaus, the fon 
of Tamus, or Tam, with the lofs of moft of his 
fhips; though Euagoras had, before this naval en- 
gagement, gained a (87) conliderable advantage over 
a part of the combined army of Perfians, Amathu* 
fians, Citieans, and Solians, almofi immediately af- 
ter the defcent bad been made. From this fhort 
narrative, extracted from writers of the beft repu- 
tation and authority, are naturally deducible the fol- 
lowing obfervations. 

(83) W. ibid. 

(84) Xenoph. De Cyr. Expedit. p. 89. Oxon. 1735. Plutarch, 
in Artaxerx. p. IO14, 1015. Lutetiae Parifiorum, 1624. 

(85) Diod. Sic. Bill. Htft. Lib. XIV. p. 415. 

(86) Diod. Sic. BihL Hip. Lib. XV. p. 459, 460. 

(87) Idem ibid. 

1 . Tamus 
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s. f Tamus, or Tam; probably the tam of our 
infcription, admiral of a Perfian fleet, and governor 
of Ionia, was cut off by Pfammitichus, king of 
Egypt, ■ together with .his whole family, except his 
ion Gaus, about fourteen years before the commence- 
ment of the Cyprian war. 

2. Gaus, the fon of Tamus, or Tam, admiral to 
Cyrus, who was killed on the plains of Cunaxa, actu- 
ally commanded the Perfian fleet, and defeated that 
of Euagoras, near Citium, in the beginning of 
that war. 

3. Part of the comfoine4 army of Perfians, Ama- 
thufians, Citieans, and Solians, was routed by Eua- 
goras, a little before the naval engagement. 

4. Frorh what has been (88) intimated by Dio- 
dorus Siculus we may infer, that this action cer- 
tainly happened at no great diftance from Citium j 
as the battle by fea was fought near that place, and 
as the fleet and army muil have a&ed in concert, 
both at the debarkation of the troops, and for fome 
time after that event. 

5. It muft therefore be allowed probable, that the 
two AmatUufians .mentioned in our infcription, who 
feem to have been perfons of diftinction, were killed 
either in. the aforefaid action, in the naval engage- 
ment that immediately followed, or in fome other 
affair that happened much about the fame time. 

6. The monument recorded by our infcription was 
probably ere&ed by fome of Gaus's family, who 
might call themfelves the houfe of Tamus, his fa- 
ther, feveral mftances of fuch an appellation occurring 

(%%) Diod. Sic. ubi fup.p. 459,460* 

in 
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in antient hiftory. This might have happened after 
Gaus's death, which was about two years pofterior 
to the commencement of the. Cyprian expedition. 
The erection of it certainly ought not to be attri- 
buted to Tamus's daughter, as fome may perhaps 
pretend ; all that admiral's family, except Gaus, 
having been cut off with him, (89) by Pfammiti- 
chus, king of Egypt, fourteen years before. 

7. From the preceding narrative we may infer, 
that antient hiftory, particularly that of Diodorus 
Siculus, from whence it is chiefly extracted, and our 
infcription mutually ftrengthen and fupport each 
other. 

8. Hence it feems pretty clearly to appear, that 
the death of Abdafar and Lemb, or Lemeb, the 
event commemorated by our infcription, preceded 
the commencement of the Christian aera 386 years; 
and confequcntly that this infcription is coeval with 
thofe, found likewhe in the ruins of Citium, by me 
fome years fince explained. 

Many things relative to this infcription, for want 
of room, I am obliged at prefent to fuperfede ; but 
thefe, as well as feveral other points flightry touched 
upon here, may perhaps meet with a more particular 
difcufiion, in another piece upon the fame fubjecT: ; 
which, if God grants me life and health, will foon 
be communicated to the learned world. 

As the autograph of the fourth infcription [Tab. 
XXVI.] does not now exift, having been deftroyed by 
Bekir, bafha w of Cyprus, about the year 1 749 ; we can- 
not arrive at any degree of certainty, in relation to the 

(89) Diod. Sic. Bibt.Hift. Lib. XIV. p. 415. 

1 " characters 
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characters of which it-was originally compofed. Of 
tnofe ? however, exhibited by the tranfcripts only the 
laft of the firft line and the laft of the infcription 
feem to have deviated from their primitive forms. 
The laft character of the firft line I can by no means 
take for He, as M, TAbbe" Barthelemy fuppofes it to 
be, fince it fcarce bears a remote refemblance even 
to his pretended new form of that element. Befides, 
M. l'Abbe has in effect given up this new form, by 
allowing that on the coins of Mens it may be taken 
for Mem; Nor can fuch ah uncouth proper name 
as riDNK*Wfi, tharaame, with three Alepbs in it, 
and two together in the middle of it, I believe, be 
found in the whole circle of Hebrew, Syriac, or 
Phoenician antiquity. I mould therefore rather 
call it 1%au, one form of which it greatly refembles, 
if part of the curve behind be confidered as an ac- 
cidental addition j which might eafily have been 
made, in the courfe of fo many ages. With regard 
to the laft letter of the infcription, this feems to be 
purely adventitious, and of a recent date. For Dr. 
Porter's accurate copy of this infcription, taken upon 
the fpot, which the late Rev. George Drake, M. A. 
and Fellow of Balliol College, received of Charles 
Gray, Efq; Member of Parliament for Colchefter, 
and gave to the Univerfity of Oxford, exhibits a 
character refembling the modern form of Schin> 
though made in a very bungling irregular manner. 
In fhort it preients to our view not the leaft appearance 
of antiquity, Nay, it feems to, have been formed 
upon the ruins of a Nun, the upper part of which 
is plainly vifible in this character. I would there- 
fore, with tfoe permUfian of the critics, read the 

lift 
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laft word of this infcription prr* cherem, cherin, 
KEPIN, or KEPTN; which if we admit, together 
with what has been advanced, relative to the preceding 
dubious character, we may readily propofe to the 
confideratbn of the learned world the following in- 
terpretation. 

prr m 

DVCTOR AMATHVNTIS 
REX CITII 
PRINCEPS CERYNI./E. 

In the firfl: word of the fecond line I fuppofe an 
apocope of the letter Caph, on account of the fol- 
lowing one j fomething analagous to this having 
been obferved, as not unufual amongft the Phoeni- 
cians, by the learned Bochart, in the origin he af- 
figns the name melcarthvs. Nor has M. l'Abbe* 
himfelf difapproved of M. Bochart's notion. If the 
liberty of making this and the other flight alterations 
Should be indulged me, and I think it would be no 
unreafonable indulgence, the infcription would be 
illuftrated by (90) Diodorus Siculus j feem to prove 
that the Cerynians joined the Citieans, Amathufians, 
and Solians, in the Cyprian war, though (forming 
then, perhaps, a much more inconfiderable ftate than 
any of the others) they are not mentioned by that 
hiftorian } and appear to be coeval with the Citieart 

[90) Diod. Sic. ubi fup. Lib. XIX. p. 703, 705, 715, &c 

infcription s* 
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mfcriptions, that have been already explained. A 
ftrong prefumption this of the propriety, not to fay 
neceffity, of thofe alterations ! Nor can I allow the 
laft letter of the fecond line to be Lamed, as M. 
l'Abbe' has been pleafed to afiert, it being in both 
the copies brought from Cyprus apparently Nun. 
That the firft element of the third line was originally 
Koph, that fome words are wanting in the latter part 
of the monument, and that this part imported was 
buriedinthe month &c. are notions foextremely 
lingular, however efpoufed by M. l'Abbe, fo intirely 
unfupported, both by reafon and authority, that it 
would be fuperfluous to enter upon a difcuffion of 
them. But as I have long fince largely expatiated 
upon this (91) infcription, I (hall drop all far- 
mer particulars relative to it here, and content my- 
felf with referring the lovers of Phoenician anti- 
quities to the piece wherein a full and copious ex- 
plication of it (though I there took for He and 
Tzaae the characters reprefenting^Wand Thau) may 
be found. 

IV. 

Before I conclude this memoir, it may not be im- 
proper to illuftrate two more of the Citiean infcrip- 
tions[TAB.XXVL], that have hitherto efcaped the at- 
tention of the learned. Nor will this, I flatter myfelf, 
be deemed altogether foreign to the prefent fubjecT: j 
as thofe infcriptions may probably throw fome addi- 

(91) Infcript. Cit./ive in bin. at. infcripu Pbasn, He, ctnjefl. 
p. 15, 16. Oxon. 1753, 

Vol. LIV. K k k tional 
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tional light upon part of the preceding remarks, and 
more clearly evince a point of confiderable import- 
ance, with regard to the true explication of the 
Oxford infcription, that has been manifeftly oppofed 
by M. l'Abbe. 

i. The twenty-firft of the Citiean infcriptions, 
which confifts only of the two words Vl \Qfti&, or 
9?H jOON*?, had probably loft a Lamed, before the 
autograph itfelf was deftroyed; unlefs we will fuppofe 
the Phoenicians of Cyprus, when it firft appeared, to 
have ufed even the participle pahul itfelf of the radix 
•?r?, or y?n, in the contracted form. The original 
Phoenician is equivalent to the Latin amamono 

INTERFECTO, AMAMONO in acie INTERFECTO, Or 

amamoni in praelio confossi, fcil. lapis fepulchra- 
lis, i. e. the grave-ftone of amamon killed in 
war j which feems to imply, that this Amamon, 
who was probably an officer of fome note, fell in the 
affair that happened between a part of the combined 
army of Perfians and Phoenicians and a body of 
Euagoras's troops (92) near Citium, foon after 
the commencement of the Cyprian war. Whence 
we may infer, that this infcription is coeval with 
thofe I have already endeavoured to explain j that it 
points, clearly enough, at the fame event j and con- 
sequently that it brings a frefti acceffion of ftrength 
both to my opinion of the age of thofe monuments, 
and alfo to the authority of Diodorus Siculus himfelf 
in the point before us. 

As for the Phoenician proper name amamon, I 
have formerly expatiated fo (93) largely upon it, 

(92) Diod. Sic. Bill. Hifl. Lib. XV. p. 459, 460. 

(93) Infcript. Cit. p. 20, 21, 22. Oxon. 1750. 

that 
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that nothing farther relative to this word will be ex- 
pected from me here. The figure of the Hhetb* 
according to Dr. Porter's tranfcript, not a little re- 
fembles the unufual form of the fame element as 
prefented three times by the Oxford-Citiean mar- 
ble to our view. 

2. The twenty-third Citiean infcription is form- 
ed of fix words, five of which are evidently 
proper names. They are ranged in four lines, 
and may be reprefented by Hebrew characters 
thus. 

cpn rovo 

-1*6 "TWO 

any\ th' 

LAPIS SEPVLCHRALIS RECIMI 
ASIAV^E AB 

DASARI LAR 

ILuE RECAT^ 

The fifth letter of the fecond line, which feems 
to have been intended for Vau, is pretty much de- 
formed. This appears from Dr. Porter's accurate 
copy of the infcription. The original itfelf does not 
now exift. I take this character to have reprefented 
(94) Vau, becaufe it fomewhat refembles the MxX\c 
Digamma, which anfwered to that element. The 
minute flrait line preceding the firft word is evi- 
dently an accidental blemifh, and therefore cannot 
be confidered as a letter. This, from its fize 

(94) Chifh. Antlquitat. AfiaU p. 17, 19. JLond. 1728. 

K k k 2 and 
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and pofitlon, as well as from the term that imme- 
diately follows it, is inconteftably clear. The two 
words forming the firft line of the infcription are 
apparently D»p"i fOXD, lapis sepvlchralis re- 

CIMI, THE TOMB-STONE OF REKIM, Or REKEM, 

the latter of which is (95) a Biblical proper name. 
The third of the proper names preferved by this 
infcription, abdasar, occurs on the Oxford and 
Maltefe ftones, and has been already explained ; 
but the others I remember not elfewhere to have 
feen, nor are they, as I apprehend, to be met with 
in any antient author. The perfons that bore them 
were probably killed in the acYion near Citium, 
mentioned by Diodorus Siculus, referred to on a 
fimilar occalion in thefe remarks, and buried in one 
grave. That acYion, as I have formerly obferved, 
preceded the commencement of the Chriftian aera 
about 386 years. 

The fubftantive rt!35?0> in the beginning of a fen- 
tence, immediately preceding the proper name of a 
man, not followed by the term p, ben, son, and 
the father's name, appears in this fepulchral infcrip- 
tion, that has more than one perfon for its objeel:. 
This word alfo occurs, attended by the very fame 
circumftances, in the firft line of our Oxford infcrip- 
tion. Now in the Citiean monument before me it 
is undoubtedly equivalentto the Latin lapis sepvl- 
chralis, and the Englifh tomb-stone. Why 
then mould it not have the fame fignification affigned 
it in the other ? Moft certainly it mould. Can any 
thing therefore be more forced and unnatural than 
M. f Abbe Barthelemy's notion of this term in the 

(95) Num. XXXI. 8. 

2 Oxford 
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Oxford infcription, when he makes it to refer to I 
know not what obfcure town called Tfabeth, the 
fainteft traces of which are not to be met with in 
any antient writer ? A notion this void of the leaft 
appearance of authority, and deftitute of the very 
fhadow of a reafon for its fupport ! 

The twenty-third Citiean infcription . is alfo re>- 
markable for the exhibition of a very antient form 
of Ksph, and of a pretty unufual one of T'zade, re- 
fembling the character that reprefented the fame ele- 
ment amongft the, Palmyrenes. This likewife fome- 
times appears upon the Phoenician (96) coins. The 
figure oiVau here feems by fome accident to have been 
deformed, before the autograph was deftroyed. It 
neverthelefs bears a fort of rude reiemblance to the 
iEolic Digamma, which (97) owed its origin to this 
letter. As it has deviated, however, confiderably from 
the primitive character, cut at firftjn the ftone ; I have 
not afligned k a place in the Phoenician alphabet, de- 
duced from the infcriptions found amongft the ruins 
of Citium, and now attending theie remarks. 

Thus have I finimed my remarks upon M. l'Abbe 
Barthelemy's reflections on certain Phoenician mo- 
numents, and the alphabets refulting from them j and 
endeavoured to rectify fome miftakes, that occur in 
this celebrated performance. How far J have fuc- 
ceeded in my defign the learned world, with candour 
and impartiality, will decide. I have alfo attempted 
to explain four of the Citiean infcriptions, in the 
courfe of thefe remarks j and hope the explications 

(96) Joan. Baptift. BiancoA. Di Antiq. Hebraor. fcf Gracer. 
Lit. p. 32. Bononias, 1748. 

(97) Chifli. ubi fup, 

given, 
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given, even upon the moft critical examination, will not 
be found very remote from truth. The alphabets 
deduced from thefe infcriptions and the Siculo-Pu- 
nic coins, illuftrated here, will, I flatter myfelf, not 
a little facilitate the interpretation of other fimilar 
remains of antiquity. Nor will M. l'AbW, for whole 
fuperior merit I have a real efteem, find the leaft 
reafon to complain of any illiberal treatment ,in 
this memoir. For as on the one hand, ever averfe to 
flattery, I have delivered my fentiments with a be- 
coming freedom, when I thought myfelf obliged to 
differ from him ; fo on the other, notwithftanding 
the provocations received from certain authors, I have 
ftudioufly endeavoured to avoid every thing that 
might feem to have the leaft tendency to a diminu- 
tion of his character, as well as all undue warmth and 
afperity of expreffion. Nor am I confcious of having 
mifreprefented him. in any one particular. Truth 
ftands in no need of fuch fupports, nay it utterly 
difclaims them j and truth is confidered as the fole 
obje£t in view here by, 

S I R, 

Your much obliged, 

And moft obedient. 

Humble fervant, 

Chrift-Churcb, Oxon. T hn SwintOIl. 

Nov. 24, 1764. J 
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